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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-14 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 9, 10, 11, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Amberg et al. (GB 2 353 373 A) in view of the Microsoft Press 
Computer Dictionary, and official notice. As per claim 9, Amberg discloses a method of 
building an information handling system (IHS) to conform to a custom order (Abstract; 
page 5, lines 6-15), comprising: deriving a system trackcode from a custom order (page 
8, lines 6-15); associating the system trackcode with component identifiers in a 
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database (page 8, lines 6-33); powering up the IHS after building the IHS (implied by 
page 6, lines 22-29); and retrieving the component identifier and the system trackcode 
by means of manufacturing software (Figures 3A and 3B; page 9, lines 1-19; page 10, 
lines 1-12). Amberg does not disclose writing the system trackcode to a CMOS in the 
IHS, but the Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary teaches computers having CMOS's 
storing parameter values for the computers (page 95, definition of CMOS, sense 2), 
implying that the information would have to have been written to the CMOS's at some 
point. Hence, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of 
manufacturing at the time of applicant's invention to write the system trackcode to a 
CMOS in the IHS, for the obvious and implied advantage of storing needed parameter 
values in the CMOS. 

Amberg discloses the manufacturing system later reading the system trackcode 
(e.g., page 18, lines 5-10), although not from the IHS. However, given storing 
parameter values in the CMOS of a computer (IHS), as taught by the Microsoft Press 
Computer Dictionary, it would have been obvious to read data from the IHS, as an 
obvious reason to store the data in the first place, and for the obvious advantage of 
assuring that a particular IHS was the build-to-order IHS a customer had ordered. 

Amberg does not disclose scanning a hardware component to derive a 
component identifier, but official notice is taken that it is well known to scan items to 
derive their identifiers (e.g., scanning barcodes). Hence, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art of manufacturing at the time of applicant's invention to 
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scan a hardware component to derive a component identifier, for the obvious advantage 
of making the obtaining and/or entry of component identifiers rapid and automatic. 

As per claim 10, Amberg discloses generating a unique identifier associated with 
the trackcode (page 8, lines 6-15); this can be called a HW SIG. 

As per claim 1 1 , Amberg discloses retrieving the trackcode from the database 
(e.g., page 18, lines 5-10), and discloses generating a current HW SIG (page 28, lines 
28-33). 

As per claim 12, Amberg discloses retrieving what can be a current HW SIG 
(page 18, lines 5-10); powering up is implied as noted in the rejection of claim 8 above. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-8 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The closest 
prior art of record, Mukherjee et al. (EP 0 520 923 A2), discloses a method of 
manufacturing an item of build-to-order equipment having at least one hardware 
component bearing an identifier ("component ID"), comprising: generating a digital 
identifier ("system trackcode") which defines the configuration of the item (Abstract; 
Figures 4 and 5; column 5, line 42, through column 6, line 54). Other prior art is 
similarly relevant, e.g., Amberg et al. (GB 2 353 373 A), which is concerned with a build- 
to-order computer system (see especially page 8, lines 6-33). Neither Mukherjee, 
Amberg, nor any other prior art of record discloses storing the system trackcode in 
association with the component ID in a non-specific external storage medium such that 
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the component ID can be used as a key to retrieve the associated system trackcode; 
and at least at one stage of manufacture reading the component ID from the one 
component and using it too retrieve the associated system trackcode from the external 
storage medium. It is well known to read information (as by scanning a barcode, or 
simply by reading, e.g., a printed or engraved number on a component), and it is known 
to store information and use it to retrieve related information, as taught, for example, by 
Chen et al. (U.S. Patent 7,073,050) (see especially column 4, lines 29-36; column 5, 
lines 48-59; column 7, lines 14-25). However, Chen discloses gathering and 
maintaining information on the various components of a piece of equipment; neither 
Chen nor any other prior art of record discloses, teaches, or reasonably suggests 
reading the component ID from a component and using it to retrieve the system 
trackcode (identifier) for an item of equipment whose includes the component. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Claims 13 and 14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The closest prior art of record, Amberg et al. (GB 2 353 373 A), discloses 
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several limitations of claims 9-1 2, as set forth above; others are obvious in view of the 
Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary and official notice. However, neither Amberg any 
other prior art of record nor retrieving the unique HW SIG from the database using the 
trackcode; and comparing the unique identifier HW SIG against the current HW SIG. It 
is known to compare present and earlier versions of a file, but this is not held to be 
sufficient to make the particulars of claim 13 obvious, given a lack of teaching in 
Amberg or any other analogous art of record to perform such a comparison of HW 
SIG's. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Mukherjee et al. (U.S. Patent 5,31 1 ,424) disclose a method and 
system for product configuration definition and tracking. Nagaoka (U.S. Patent 
5,586,038) discloses a manufacturing history management system. Ushiki (U.S. Patent 
6,006,203) discloses an order control apparatus capable of reducing input operation by 
an input unit. Charlton et al. (U.S. Patent 6,161 ,052) disclose a method for identifying a 
component with physical characterization. Thiel et al. (U.S. Patent 6,381 ,509) disclose 
automatic manufacturing monitoring and tracking. Chen et al. (U.S. Patent 7,073,050) 
disclose a method and system for reporting configuration data for queriable and non- 
queriable installed components. 

O'Connor (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0091456) discloses a 
process for configuring software and hardware in a build-to-order computer system. 
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Noda et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0172159) disclose an ID 
information managing system and apparatus. Hoppes et al. (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2004/0249606) disclose an infinitely variable, order specific, holistic 
assembly process control system. 

Dahlback et al., "Bar Code Aids Volvo's Drive for Quality Customization" (abstract 
only), discloses using auto ID to track customized vehicles through the production line. 
The anonymous article, "Safewww Launches Authentication System," discloses 
hardware signatures (in a different context) for Internet security. The anonymous 
article, "Upgraded Tracking Tool," discloses an item-tracking application. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas D. Rosen, whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6762. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith, can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Non-official/draft communications can be faxed to the examiner at 571-272-6762. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Nicholas D. Rosen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3625 



January 15, 2008 



